AMENDMENT UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.1 16 
U.S. Application No.: 10/673,510 

REMARKS 

Claims 1 -23 are all the claims pending in the application. 

I. Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 112 

Claims 1-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112 second paragraph with regard to the 
terms "thick" and "thin". 

Applicant has amended the claims to address the Examiner's concerns by removing the 
terms "thick part" and "thin part" from the claim set. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully 
requests the Examiner to withdraw this 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 rejection of claim 1-23. 

II. Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

Claims 1-4, 8-10, and 17-21 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as allegedly being 
anticipated by Kitahara (JP 2001-277524 A). Applicant respectfully traverses the 35 U.S.C. § 
102 rejection of the claims as set forth below. 

Kitahara fails to teach or suggest that the head case section is separated by a vacancy 
from the first part of the sealing section at the area, as recited claims 1 and 20. 

Figs. 1 and 3 of Kitahara show that the head case 3 is fixed to the second layer 5 (thick 
part), and there is no vacancy between the head case 3 and the intermediate layer 6 (thin part) at 
the area of the flow passage formation. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, Kitahara does not anticipate the unique features of 
claims 1 and 20. Therefore, Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsider and 
withdraw this 35 U.S.C. § 102 rejection of independent claims 1 and 20, along with their 
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dependent claims 2-4, 8-10, 17-19, and 21. As well, Applicant submits that claims 5, 7, 12-16, 22, 
and 23 are patentable by virtue of their respective dependency from base claims 1 and 20. 
III. Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claim 6 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over 
Kitahara (JP 2001-277524 A) in view of Kitahara (US 6,322,203 Bl). 

As discussed above, Kitahara 6 524 is deficient vis-a-vis claim 1. Kitahara 6 203 does not 
cure the deficiencies of Kitahara '524 vis-a-vis claim 1. Even taken for what they would have 
meant as a whole to a skilled artisan, the combined teachings of the references do not read on the 
subject matter of claim 1 . Therefore, claim 6 is patentable by virtue of its dependency from 
claim 1 . 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 
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The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 



Respectfully submitted, 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 




WASHINGTON OFFICE 



23373 



CUSTOMER NUMBER 



Date: April 3, 2006 
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